From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 03:40:29 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 01:01:20 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9503242216.A23592-0100000@netcom18>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Re: "round" vs. "winged" emblems?

> I've never asked anyone this question, though it seems from its use here 
> and in ads that it should be common knowledge.  Having barely seen, much 
> less touched, Collins gear, what is the difference and significance between 
> so-called "round" and "winged" emblems?

Dan,
The round vs winged emblems simply indicate an age factor.  The Collins 
S-Line was manufactured for a good 20+ years between the 1950s and the 
1970s.  The early gear had the "winged" emblem that was really a bar with 
the word Collins in the middle and a round circle in the center.  The 
round emblem I guess started in the late 60s, but I don't have an exact 
date.  This was a circular logo with Collins in the center and decorative 
lines filling up the rest of the circle.  Later Collins gear had a logo 
that said Rockwell-Collins, but I don't think that there was any RC 
S-Line.  
So there you have it.

73

Paul WA6OKQ

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 06:42:35 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 03:52:05 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9503250431.A10171-0100000@indy2>
From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@indynet.indy.net>
Subject: Re: "round" vs. "winged" emblems?



On Sat, 25 Mar 1995, paul Veltman wrote:
> The round vs winged emblems [...].
>  The early gear had the "winged" emblem [...] a bar with 
> the word Collins in the middle and a round circle in the center.  The 
> round emblem [...] was a circular logo with Collins in the center and 
> decorative lines filling [...] the circle.  Later Collins gear had a logo 
> that said Rockwell-Collins [...]

   Interesting!  I've wondered about the terminology, too, since the 
earliest Collins logo has *actual* wings; the later (by '39) circle-and-bar 
logo was sometimes referred to in broadcast tech as the "Air Force" logo, 
from the similarity in outline to USAF markings--and of course, all round 
chrome & red enamel logos are "meatballs," with RCA's being the default 
if you don't qualify it.  (A "squashed meatball" is Raytheon's oval logo, 
btw).

   The last "Collins" logo wasn't Collins at all, just Rockwell's
inverted-Y made of two flaring parallel lines.  Despite that marking, the
pro gear was still sold as "Collins (a division of Rockewell
International);" the name still held magic!

   What once was Collins' broadcast division is now a part of 
Varian/Eimac--and the last I knew, they were still building big FM/BC 
rigs based on the very last Collins gear.  There have been some changes, 
but the basic PA remains the same--good design holds up!

   73,
   --Bobbi

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 15:16:43 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 12:40:11 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9503251107.A17875-0100000@ozarks>
From: "C. Frank Gilmore" <fgilmore@ozarks.sgcl.lib.mo.us>
Subject: Re: "round" vs. "winged" emblems?




On Fri, 24 Mar 1995 Johnson_Dan@aac.com wrote:

> I've never asked anyone this question, though it seems from its use here 
> and in ads that it should be common knowledge.  Having barely seen, much 
> less touched, Collins gear, what is the difference and significance between 
> so-called "round" and "winged" emblems?
> 
> TIA,
> -d
> Johnson_Dan@aac.com
> 

In one word....status.  

In the mid to late 70's when I was into S Line gear pretty heavy I had a 
mixture of both.... had four 75S3Bs and one day while filling out my 
trusty ARRL insurance policy it suddenly hit me that some of the round 
emblem rcvrs had earlier serials than the wide emblem.  By the time I 
finished there were over thirty Collins items on the list (not all big 
dollar items of course) and the variance in serial numbers vs emblems was 
very apparent.

I made one of my frequent runs up to Henry Radio at Butler, Mo and over 
lunch Mike McGrath, their Collins expert, and I thrashed it out.  He said 
with the military buying S Line gear like mad for the war effort (mostly
transceivers and amps) Collins had really messed up their numbering 
system and emblems.  Seems they ran out of the newer ones and had to 
return to the winged ones for several months while awaiting more of the 
round ones.  That fit with the way the serial numbers jumped around.  We
got back to the store and started lifting lids on some of the used gear 
and found another couple of examples.  

While on the serial number subject...no one loves to compare numbers more 
than 75A4 owners.  I used to do it too.  When Harrison Radio in NY got 
the last production run of A4s from the Canadian plant I hopped on the 
phone as soon as I saw the big ad in QST.  Knowing the lag time I figured 
they would all be gone.  Luckily they still had a couple.  The salesman I 
spoke with remarked..."I guess you have to have the latest numbered one?"
"Of course, " sez I.  He said in this case the numbers truly were 
accurate since they were the last ones....but he went on to say that for 
years numbers were assigned in blocks to Canada and the C. Rapids plant.  
He explained that some earlier numbered A4s  might be  "made" later than
a later numbered model because Canada produced them more slowly and were
also building a lot of other stuff.  He said the way to really tell was
the number on the PTO.  They were shipped to Canada and never in more 
quantity than they needed for a given production period.

Years later when Collins had their wonderful 'surplus store' in Cedar 
Rapids I picked up some S line PTOs that had been returned from Canada 
asbeing out of tolerence.  They were just slightly but not so much the 
average person would even notice.  Interestingly the original serials had 
been almost completely obliterated and another scratched on with a 
vibrotool.  They worked perfectly in some gear I later put them in.

So I pretty much lost faith in serial numbers as an indicator of better 
or worse....late mods or not.  The  guys at Drake say they never jumped 
numbers on any item and from all the stuff that went in and out of my 
store and that I have now in use I would trust that statement.  They said 
the only variance that might be  confusing is the slight variations in 
color tint on the front panels.  The explaination is too convuluted to 
convey, but I do have one R-4B you would spot as "different" from thirty 
feet away.  And a speaker that is so pale a gray that I would have sworn 
it swas a repaint but I know the fellow who bought it new.  

That is probably more than you ever wanted to know...hi!  Your question
just brought back a ton of memories and laughs about the long debates on 
20 and 75 (never heard any on 40) between Collins owners comparing numbers.

Sure wish I had the gear back....I got impressed with Kenwood and Icom gear
and fell out of my tree and sold/swapped it all off at a time when the 
market on S Line stuff was down.

Now I hang out with a bunch of gun nuts like myself who compare serial 
numbers on firearms!  A crazy world. 

de K0JPJ ex-W5PVX ...-.-


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sun Mar 26 00:42:30 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 18:19:39 -0600
Message-Id: <199503260019.SAA12275@uro.theporch.com>
From: bgraham@tecnet1.jcte.jcs.mil
Subject: Re: "round" vs. "winged" emblems?

Rockwell Collins is also making some very nice computer controlled
hf radios capable of 4 independant sideband operation and
currently being used by the special forces and others in
 a really neat little hf shelter mounted system that its on the
back of a "pickup" and has ALE, meteor scatter (as an enhancement),
and a computer programmable modem that can emulate any mode you can
imagine. It is called the AN/TSC-122 (the system which is put totgether by
Rockwell, I forget the radio nomenclature).

Bill


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 12:54:56 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 10:27:19 -0600
Message-Id: <10387@sat.n5lyt.ampr.org>
From: ki5sl@sat.n5lyt.ampr.org (Rick_Blank)
Subject: 32V Series

Private site: Amateur Radio Station KI5SL
X-Mailer: PCElm 1.11
Lines: 24

In message <9503251506.AA01904@kali> wallace@mc.com writes:
> To Paul,  WA6OKQ.... Thanks for the reply. Hmm, seeing you like the Collins
> separates, you would rate the TR-4 as best, rather than a C-line station?
> 
> And a question about the 32V. When the 75A-3 came out and had the narrow
> dial escutcheon for the MHz display, did they ever narrow the 32V faces?
> The only 32Vs I've seen have the big rectangular dial which shows all the
> bands at once. 
> 
> --Andy
> 

I have a 32V-2 and have seen several of the last of the 32V's, the
32V-3 and all have the wide dial with the illuminated band in use
feature...I for one would have liked to see a 32V-4 with a face
like the 75A-3, just so I'd have one to match my A-3's!
-- 

Rick Blank, KI5SL
ki5sl@sat.ampr.org
2223 Blanco Road
San Antonio, Texas 78212
end


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 23:24:23 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 17:43:17 -0600
Message-Id: <F3PH4117.F3PH4127@mail.admin.wisc.edu>
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu
Subject: 6L6 Variants

to: boatanchors@theporch.com

   In your listing of variants, you forgot the 1614, best known here as the
modulator tubes in the Ranger.

   There's another variant numbered (I believe) 1619, which is a directly heat-
ed version (no cathode, just a filiment). The only place I've seen 'em is in
the old Western Electric deisgned & built BC-604 FM transmitter, a hoary old
WW2 vet intended for use in tanks.

   Some folks claim that the 807 is a variant, but I think that's just a bit
of a stretch.
                                                 Mr. T.




From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sun Mar 26 01:08:34 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 22:44:43 -0600
Message-Id: <m0rsk6X-0006WnC@next1.acme.ist.ucf.edu>
From: clarke@acme.ist.ucf.edu (Thomas Clarke)
Subject: Re: 6L6 Variants

There is an old sweep tube 6BG6G that has curves that look a lot
like a 6L6 (807?) and that draws .9 amps at 6 volts.  Has a plate
cap and everything.

I discovered this when I dilexically wrote down the finals in my
uncles T4 as 6BJ6 and the only thing in the tube bin at the local
emporium that was near enough to blame on aging eyes was the 6BG6.

Tom CLarke
KE4VFH

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 11:48:13 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 09:07:35 -0600
Message-Id: <9503251506.AA01904@kali>
From: Andy Wallace <wallace@mc.com>
Subject: Re: Favorite radios by decade

To Paul,  WA6OKQ.... Thanks for the reply. Hmm, seeing you like the Collins
separates, you would rate the TR-4 as best, rather than a C-line station?

And a question about the 32V. When the 75A-3 came out and had the narrow
dial escutcheon for the MHz display, did they ever narrow the 32V faces?
The only 32Vs I've seen have the big rectangular dial which shows all the
bands at once. 

--Andy

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 15:55:45 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 13:22:17 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9503251217.A17875-0100000@ozarks>
From: "C. Frank Gilmore" <fgilmore@ozarks.sgcl.lib.mo.us>
Subject: Re: Favorite radios by decade




On Sat, 25 Mar 1995, Andy Wallace wrote:

> To Paul,  WA6OKQ.... Thanks for the reply. Hmm, seeing you like the Collins
> separates, you would rate the TR-4 as best, rather than a C-line station?
> 
> And a question about the 32V. When the 75A-3 came out and had the narrow
> dial escutcheon for the MHz display, did they ever narrow the 32V faces?
> The only 32Vs I've seen have the big rectangular dial which shows all the
> bands at once. 
> 
> --Andy
> 

Not until the exciter-only version of the KWS-1.  Forget the model # and 
don't have time to rummage in the file cabinet for the info brochure on 
it.  I don't know why they didn't .... it would have been the logical 
thing to do since they were building quite a bit of gear at that time.  
The only thought comes to mind is the much smaller number of transmitters 
sold vs the receivers.  That is a pure guess.

de K0JPJ ex-W5PVX ...-.-


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 16:51:47 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 14:05:56 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9503251130.A200-0100000@netcom5>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Re: Favorite radios by decade

> To Paul,  WA6OKQ.... Thanks for the reply. Hmm, seeing you like the Collins
> separates, you would rate the TR-4 as best, rather than a C-line station?

Andy,

Honestly, both the KWM-2 and the TR-4 are excellent tranceivers.  I have 
both, and the TR-4 has a slightly smaller face, making it better in 
mobile.  But technically, both Drake and Collins are about equal in quality 
in my opinion.  

> 
> And a question about the 32V. When the 75A-3 came out and had the narrow
> dial escutcheon for the MHz display, did they ever narrow the 32V faces?
> The only 32Vs I've seen have the big rectangular dial which shows all the
> bands at once. 

The only 32Vs I've seen have the big dial.  I don't think that you really 
needed a smaller dial.  I just tune in the receiver, and put the 
transmitter on spot, and then zero beat the transmitter to the receiver.  
That's how you get both of them on the same frequency.

73

Paul

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 22:43:11 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 18:10:01 -0600
Message-Id: <MAILQUEUE-101.950325180631.448@vilas.uwex.edu>
From: "Terry O'Laughlin"  <OLAUGHLIN@vilas.uwex.edu>
Subject: For Sale: Drake, Hammurlund

For Sale:

Drake 4 line:  T4XC, R4B, MS4 w/AC supply
    All in the original cartons, excellent condition, very low hours.
    Owner tried ham radio as a hobby years ago and abandoned it for
    model trains.  All the units have been in storage for years.
    Includes the Shure 444 mike originally purchased with the station.
                                                $600

Hammurlund HQ-170  works great, looks good, no signs of wear, clock
    keeps accurate time.  From the same lapsed ham as the Drake gear
    and stored just as long.                    $200

KLM Multi 2700, 2 meter multimode transceiver, AM/FM/CW/SSB, low
    hours, from the lapsed ham and stored just as long.   $400

Hallicrafters R-46 speakers, two available, both 500 ohm models
    work good, but grilles need refurbishing.   $40 each

Contact: Jack Meyers
         2656 North Halleck
         Portland, OR   97217
         503-283-0821

Self-supporting tower, rotors, antennas and other bits and pieces
also available.  Call Jack for details.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 17:32:06 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 14:53:30 -0600
Message-Id: <199503252052.QAA25153@Fox.NSTN.Ca>
From: crzinck@fox.nstn.ns.ca (C. R. (Bob) Zinck)
Subject: Glass Vs Metal tubes

Sometimes it makes a shocking difference !

Once had an old audio PA amp that used 6L6G's.
Replaced one with a metal 6L6. Unfortunately, socket pin 1,
the shell of the metal tube, was used as the B+ tie-point for the
screen resistors. That little puppy really bit !

Rgds....Bob


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 10:26:55 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 07:46:01 -0600
Message-Id: <950325084511_60717029@aol.com>
From: Scgilstrap@aol.com
Subject: Glass vs. metal tubes

My apologies if you're seeing this posting a second time but
I never saw it show up on the list.  I sent it out Thursday
morning and have checked the daily archives for Thurs, Friday
and Sat but it wasn't there.  I did receive one reply from John
Shriver so why wouldn't it show up in the archives?
(Tnx John, great tale about driving a 6L6 until the can glowed.)
Well anyway, I'm gonna try again.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Filament Enthusiasts,

What's the criteria for choosing a glass tube for a particular
application versus using a metal version of the same tube?
For example, I'm building a transmitter using a 6C5G pierce
oscillator and a 6L6 final.  Both tubes are available in either
glass or metal versions.  The transmitter (ref: Dec '38 QST) is
shown using a metal 6L6 and a glass 6C5.  Does it matter
much which version of tube to use?  I like seeing those
filaments glowing so I'm partial to glass.

Tnx de Stan  -  WB5LBH

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 12:15:45 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 09:28:01 -0600
Message-Id: <199503251527.JAA07482@quake.xnet.com>
From: mshaum@xnet.com (Mark Shaum)
Subject: Re: Glass vs. metal tubes


>What's the criteria for choosing a glass tube for a particular
>application versus using a metal version of the same tube?
>For example, I'm building a transmitter using a 6C5G pierce
>oscillator and a 6L6 final.  Both tubes are available in either
>glass or metal versions.  The transmitter (ref: Dec '38 QST) is
>shown using a metal 6L6 and a glass 6C5.  Does it matter
>much which version of tube to use?  I like seeing those
>filaments glowing so I'm partial to glass.
>
 
I'm partial to the glass bottles as well.  However, there are several 
reports of using the 6L6 metal-can inverted and placed in a jar of oil for 
cooling (transformer oil, mineral oil, 10W-40, take your pick) and running 
it well, well beyond rated dissipation levels as an RF amp.  I haven't tried 
this here, as I only have three metal 6L6's and two are reserved as spares 
for the modulator in the Ranger.  I'd be a little concerned about screen 
grid dissipation, etc, even if you could run the plate (or the whole glass 
bottle) until it glowed nicely red.  Shades of my push pull 35T amp!

  
I do have a couple single-tube PA stages homebrewed, and the venerable Ameco 
AC-1, which I run with either a 6V6 or 6L6 in the output.  Bench tests have 
given me up to 50 watts output using a 6L6 with a 500 volt plate supply.  
This is pushing the envelope a tad..
 
My tube handbooks note that the later variant of the 6L6, the 6L6GC has 
nearly twice the plate dissipation of the previous versions, something at 
the 30 watt or more range.  Possibly a better bet for RF power stages.
 
Most interesting 6L6 I have is a Sylvania 6L6WGA.  The "W" generally denoted 
a ruggidized variant.  This particular bottle has two distinct beam tetrodes 
within, wired in parallel internally.  Might not be so hot for RF at 10 
meters, but after all, the tube was designed for audio applications!

73! - Mark, NE9G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 16:29:21 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 13:55:46 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9503251420.B2223-0100000@indy3>
From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@indynet.indy.net>
Subject: Re: Glass vs. metal tubes



On Sat, 25 Mar 1995 Scgilstrap@aol.com wrote:
> [...] transmitter using a 6C5G [...] oscillator and a 6L6 final.  Both 
> tubes are available in either glass or metal versions.  The 
> transmitter (ref: Dec '38 QST) is shown using a metal 6L6 and a glass 
> 6C5.  Does it matter [...]?

   Classically, the only way in which it matters is for the sake of 
shielding; a metal tube's got a built-in shield, at least so long as 
you remember to ground pin 1!  (At least one of Frank C. Jones' little 
harmonic-producing lash-ups uses the shell of the 6L6 for feedback 
capacitance; but we'll stick to things you don't have to wrap up in 
tinfoil and bury in the back yard).

   However...in the case of 6L6s, there are some differences, because you 
can't hardly buy a new 6L6G/GT; what they sell you is a 6L6GC--and it's 
been eating Wheaties!  The C version will take higher plate voltage, has 
higher plate dissapation, and will produce more power.  At least, that's 
what RCA claims.  On the other hand, a metal 6L6 might be a safer choice 
for a transmitter without a case, since it's self-shielding.

   Ask me in a couple of days--*my* 6L6 rig has finally got proper coils, 
and I'll be checking it out with a metal 6L6, a 6L6GC and a musclebound 
clone, the 2551 (I think; something close, anyway).  It will be 
interesting to see which puts the most amps up the wire--and which does 
the most damage to TV reception!  ;)

   73,
   --Bobbi

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 14:57:59 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 12:24:11 -0600
Message-Id: <950325132236_60884322@aol.com>
From: KD0HG@aol.com
Subject: HELP!

WILL SOMEONE PLEASE E- MAIL ME STEP BY STEP INSTRUCTIONS HOW TO SUBSCRIBE TO
AND LOG ON TO BOATANCHORS VIA AOL?
--BILL, KD0HG

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 15:23:31 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 12:51:29 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950325084428.12935C-100000@laurel.us.net>
From: Tony Stalls <ras@us.net>
Subject: My Holy Grail

Have you always wanted something ever since you could remember?  Well
folks, I found BA holy grail, so now I don't have to EVER go to another
hamfest again. (Right...) 

Anyway, I just returned from the big Timonium (MD) hamfest with a very
nice BC-375-E, tuning units TU-5, TU-6-B, TU-7-B, TU-8-B, and TU-10-B, and
the BC-306-B antenna tuner.  I am missing TU-10-B and perhaps others,
manuals, connectors/cables, dynamotor power supply, and the control box
for starters.  If anybody out there in BA land has any of these goodies, 
please let me know.

73,

Tony
K4KYO



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 17:22:22 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 14:46:52 -0600
Message-Id: <9503252049.AA3164@hqsmtp.ops.3com.com>
From: Joe Reda/HQ/3Com <Joe_Reda@3mail.3com.com>
Subject: The venerable ol' 6L6

  Talk of this tube brings up an interesting point -- how many variations of 
this
tube were there?  These are the ones I know about:

6L6  Original metal version
6L6-W  Metal, intermediate-loss base
6L6-X  Metal, low-loss ceramic base
6L6-G  Glass, ST-16 bulb
6L6-GA  Glass, ST-12 bulb
6L6-GB  Glass, T-12 bulb
6L6-GC  Final (?) glass version, T-12 bulb
6L6-GT  Glass, T-9 bulb (?, never seen this one)
6L6-WG Glass, T-12 bulb, intermediate-loss base (similar to 5881?)
6L6-WGA Glass, ST-12 bulb, intermediate-loss base
6L6-GY  Glass, ST-16 bulb, low-loss base
6L6-GAY Glass, T-12 bulb, low-loss base

Can you tell I get into tube trivia??  It's too bad development didn't continue 
on the 6L6 . . .
I imagine General Electric would have relished producing a 6L6-GE!!

Cheers,
Joe KC6TXU


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 16:02:23 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 13:22:58 -0600
Message-Id: <Chameleon.4.01.950325141813.dgibbs@>
From: "R. Dennis Gibbs" <dgibbs@rational.com>
Subject: Re: Timonium Hamfest 

Greetings all,

I just got back from the first day of the Timonium, MD hamfest.  I did not
take good notes, and I was also in a hurry, but here is what I recall seeing
there.  Hopefully, several other boatanchorites were there and will also
contribute to this list.

R390A's - Several, including manufacturers by EAC, Motorola, and 
Stewart-Warner. Prices were fairly high, ranging from $250 to $300.

R392's - I saw a really nice one, with power supply and connectors, for $300!
I saw another one that was more beat up, missing the meter, for $100.

R388 -- Looked pretty good, for $300.

HRO-60 - This was the rare rack mount model.  It came with 6 coils, A, B,C, D,
 AC, and AD, plus the dial scales for AA through AD!  It also had the matching
speaker and original wooden coil box.  The seller claimed it had been re-capped
and that it worked very well.  It looked fairly well-polished.  $350.  I almost 
bought it just to get the AD coil and some of the other dial scales.  It was gone
later that morning, and it did sell for the full asking price.

NC300 - looked pretty good, price unknown.

HQ170 - same  comment,  looked good, price unknown.

This hamfest was very large, and it is a two-day event.  Unfortunately, I won't
be going tomorrow.  I would say this is probably the largest, second only to
the Gaithersburg hamfest, in the general Washington DC area.

There were tube sellers galore.  Name the tube, someone probably had it.

Also, someone actually had a surplus Army (?) vehicle with a shelter on the
back, that had radio equipment and even a bunk inside.  I think the owner was
called Norm.  He said the vehicle was a 1985 model.  Pretty cool.

Also, regarding the R390A contracts: I talked with someone very briefly about
R390As, and I told him about the recent ER article on the 1985 production runs
of R390As.  He told me that EAC made another production run in 1988!  He said
he got this information from the Collins collector magazine.  Can anyone confirm
this?

Overall, a pretty good hamfest, very large.  Boatanchor prices were fairly high.
It was a great fest for finding parts,  and tubes.

Dennis Gibbs
dgibbs@rational.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 23:08:14 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 18:40:32 -0600
Message-Id: <199503260039.SAA12453@uro.theporch.com>
From: bgraham@tecnet1.jcte.jcs.mil
Subject: Re: Timonium Hamfest 

I thought it was only fair. A lot of commercial vhf stuff, a lot of computer
junk and not many rigs. Guess I've been spoiled.  There were a lot of tube
dealers though.


I did find a few things, so I suppose I shouldn't complain.

It did tee me off just a bit that it took almost an hour to get out of
the parking lot due to ineeficient/idiotic arrangements and no
supervision of the teenageers doing it. Picture my middle finger 
extended to the fellows (only a few) who refused to do the "zipper"
thing and let others "into line".

<G>

Bill


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sun Mar 26 00:08:47 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 21:37:21 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.SGI.3.90.950325222550.5448A-100000@umbc7.umbc.edu>
From: Bill Robie <robie@umbc.edu>
Subject: Re: Timonium Hamfest 

On Sat, 25 Mar 1995 bgraham@tecnet1.jcte.jcs.mil wrote:

> I thought it was only fair. A lot of commercial vhf stuff, a lot of computer
> junk and not many rigs. Guess I've been spoiled.  There were a lot of tube
> dealers though.

I tend to agree.  Not many bargains--some prices even appeared to have been
raised for the special event.  Some tube dealers asking prices higher than
AES for used tubes with no way of getting a refund if it was defective.  I
guess that my biggest gripe was the number of vendors whose stuff was
neither ham nor computer related.  It was starting to look like a typical 
"flee" market.  One vendor was selling shoes, another had knives and 
blowguns, still another had crafts, someone was selling stuffed toy 
animals...

> I did find a few things, so I suppose I shouldn't complain.

Same here.  Picked up a good book and a few odds & ends that I can use.  
With a bunch of scrounging I found a couple of tubes I needed at prices 
that were reasonable.  The most telling thing, though, is that I was 
there with two other guys who were fairly serious about radio collecting, 
and none of us bought any radios.  I think that's a reflection of the 
kind of "bargains" that were available.  At least I didn't come home broke.

BR
 

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sun Mar 26 01:27:59 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 23:06:26 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.05.9503252314.A24675-a100000@booz.bah.com>
From: k1zat@bah.com
Subject: Re: Timonium Hamfest 

Well...

On Sat, 25 Mar 1995, Bill Robie wrote:

> On Sat, 25 Mar 1995 bgraham@tecnet1.jcte.jcs.mil wrote:

> > I thought it was only fair. A lot of commercial vhf stuff, a lot of computer

> I tend to agree.  Not many bargains--some prices even appeared to have been

Yea, I think so too.  A collins 32S-1 chipped, edges broken off, etc
for 400 did seem a bit rid-dee-culious.  There were a lot of D-104's
available, even a few Silver Eagles.

Maybe the neatest thing was the "recycled" Army vehicle with a
little John hut whihc had operating positions, a bunk and street
tags (MD).  "You drive honey, I'm going to ham"...

   jd



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 23:50:30 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 20:51:36 -0600
Message-Id: <9503260218.AA01542@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: RE: Trans-Oceanic Book Review..Long

Hoo boy, how could I help myself 8*)

>in 1942. Limited numbers (about 30,000) of these Trans-Oceanic Clippers were
>produced prior to Zenith altering their production facilities to support the
>war effort. 

For the fanatical, 5,000 were "Sailboats" and 30,000 were "Bombers"
(approximately). Zenith held back the last production models from sale
when the conversion was made, periodically doling out T/Os to celebrities
whenever publicity was desired.

>While the history of Zenith and Commander McDonald makes for fascinating
>reading, the real meat of the book is the mass of highly detailed information
>provided on each and every model of T-O produced from 1942 until the last
>transistor model rolled off the Taiwan assembly lines in 1981. 

Well I would not go that far. It is certainly a definative book, but if you 
rely onwhat is in it, half of mine would not exist. For example, the talk of
the H-500 having just one chassis model. There were actually four, all 
designated 5H40 but including revisions A-C. Also the distinctions between
the 600's (L, R, T, Y, A, & B *in that order*) is missed entirely.

>Cones & Bryant really did their research and provide the collector/restorer 
>with an absolutely indespensable volume on the history of tube and transistor 
>model T-Os and their companion receivers. 

"Indispensible" I agree with but suspect the research of the models themselves
might have been just a wee bit spotty.

>Toward the back of the book, there is a chapter on how to restore a T-O,
>listing many of the secrets of the trade. Virtually anyone with average motor
>skills and some electronics knowledge can successfully restore one of these
>Royal Radios.

Agree. What is missing is a solution to the 1L6 supply problem.

>So what's the rarest T-O? Actually it is a militarized version of the 600
>series, made in 1956. Only 2973 were produced and the official military
>designation was: R-520A/URR. This is the SECOND military version, the first
>one being the R-520/URR, a militarized H-500 circa 1953/54. 

And I have a face plate that indicates that there may be a third military 
model, possibly a R-520B but certainly not like any civilian unit and 
specifically different from the 520A, which had to have been made sometime 
later (late 1957-1962 timeframe).

>Bottom line: I LIKE this book! It is moderately expensive: $25.95 and is
>available from The Radio Professors, P.O. Box 592, Stillwater, OK 74076. 

When I bought mine, that included $2.00 postage 8*). Have corresponded with
Mr. Bryant several times and know that in some cases they got "editored" so 
the omissions were not all their fault. Still, IMHO dating the advts would
have helped a lot (600s are almost in reverse order). Know Zenith models
can be confusing since the letter codes started with "G" (1950), bounced
through the alphabet erratically until running out of letters in 1957, then
started over again with "A". As a consequence we have the 5H40 chassis in
1951 and the 9HT40 chassis in 1961.

Surprisingly, they also left out the easy way to date any T/O whether
tube or transistor. Not scientific but works (exercise is left to the
student 8*).
					Warmly,
						Padgett

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 17:10:35 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 14:36:56 -0600
Message-Id: <9503252038.AA3124@hqsmtp.ops.3com.com>
From: Joe Reda/HQ/3Com <Joe_Reda@3mail.3com.com>
Subject: Re: Wally Chambers

  I've never had the pleasure of talking to Wally, but I know him from his 
writings
in the Hollow State Newsletter.  Agreed that if anyone knows the 390 series,
it's Wally!

\\Joe KC6TXU


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Mar 25 22:50:49 1995
Date: Sat, 25 Mar 1995 18:33:51 -0600
Message-Id: <950325193149.2100199f@LUNDY.NIAGARAC.ON.CA>
From: JR6205@lundy.niagarac.on.ca
Subject: WTB: SX88

want to acquire a hallicrafters SX88
any out there ???
and what is the going market value  ...
tnx   de john, ve3ll, JRUSSELL@lundy.niagarac.on.ca

